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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-10,12 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 2001/0052846 (Jespersen). 

3. As to claim 1 , Jespersen teaches a method comprising a portable communication 
device monitoring for a proximity signal having a first authorization code (address from 
signal S) transmitted from a controller unit (RF badge/second chip). Jespersen teaches 
determining whether the first code is valid (see Jespersen, paragraphs 54-57 and figure 
10). In a separate embodiment, Jespersen teaches that if the first signal is not valid, a 
second signal (signal S’) is monitored for determination of validity (see Jespersen, 
paragraphs 63-64 and figure 13). Jespersen teaches that the method shown in figure 
13 monitors the enabling signal “in a similar manner described hereinbefore” (see 
Jespersen, paragraph 64). This is motivation for combining elements (address/code 
checking and timeslot checking) from figure 10 (a prior embodiment) into the method 
shown in figure 13. In the combined embodiments, the codes (addresses the first and 
second units with signals S and S’) would be monitored in a predetermined time period. 
If a valid code were received, normal operation of the device would be enabled (see 
Jespersen, see paragraph 57 and figures 10 and 13). It would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the arts at the time the invention \nbs made to combine the 
embodiments (shown in figures 10 and 13 respectively) taught by Jespersen, for the 
reasons mentioned above. 

4. As to claim 2, Jespersen further teaches the step of determining that a valid code 
has not been received in a predetermined time period (see Jespersen, figure 10). 

5. As to claim 3, Jespersen further teaches disabling the wireless device upon 
failing to receive the second code (see Jespersen, paragraph 64). 

6. As to claim 4, Jespersen further teaches enabling the device for a predetermined 
time period (see Jespersen, paragraphs 41 and 54 and figure 10). 

7. As to claim 5, Jespersen further teaches disabling of the device upon not 
receiving a valid code (within the predetermined time) (see Jespersen, paragraph 64). 

It is inherent that a specific functionality (perhaps all functionalities) would be disabled. 

8. As to claim 6, Jespersen further teaches that the authorization codes can 
comprise a personal identification number (see Jespersen, paragraph 4). 

9. As to claims 7 and 8, Jespersen further teaches the device providing an audible 
notification (an alarm) when a valid code is not received in a predetermined time period 
(see Jespersen, paragraph 64). 

10. As to claim 10, Jespersen further teaches receiving the second signal including 
the second code from the controller unit (see Jespersen, paragraph 64). Note that 
examiner interprets the two Bluetooth units (units 2 and 3) as being one entity. The two 
units work together to perform the same task. 
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11. As to claim 12, Jespersen further teaches comparing the codes to a code stored 
in the memory of the device (see Jespersen, paragraph 41). 

12. As to claim 16, Jespersen teaches a wireless portable communication device 
(see Jespersen, figure 1) configured to be enabled or disabled based on proximity to a 
controller unit (see Jespersen, abstract). Jespersen teaches a proximity signal monitor 
(first chip) configured to monitor and receiver proximity signals within a predetermined 
time period. The proximity signal includes a first code (address from signal S). There is 
a code evaluator (in the first chip located in the mobile terminal) that determines 
whether the code is valid. There is an operation enabler (controller) configured to 
enable normal operation of the device if the received code is valid (see Jespersen, 
paragraphs 54-57 and figure 10). In a separate embodiment, Jespersen teaches that if 
the first signal is not valid, a second signal (signal S’) is monitored for determination of 
validity (see Jespersen, paragraphs 63-64 and figure 13). Jespersen teaches that the 
method shown in figure 13 monitors the enabling signal “in a similar manner described 
hereinbefore” (see Jespersen, paragraph 64). This is motivation for combining 
elements (address/code checking and timeslot checking) from figure 10 (a prior 
embodiment) into the steps shown in figure 13. In the combined embodiments, the 
code evaluator would determine whether second code is valid. If the second code were 
valid, the operation enabler would enable normal operation of the device. Otherwise, 
the device would be disabled (see Jespersen, see 62-64 and figures 10 and 13). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the time the invention was 




Application/Control Number: 10/692,638 
Art Unit: 2642 



Page 5 



made to combine the embodiments (shown in figures 10 and 13 respectively) taught by 
Jespersen, for the reasons mentioned above. 

13. As to claim 1 7, Jespersen teaches a timer (inside the first chip) for tracking the 
predetermined monitoring time for the first code (see Jespersen, figure 10). 

14. As to claim 1 8, Jespersen teaches the code evaluator checking the first code in a 
predetermined time period. 

15. As to claims 9 and 19, Jespersen further teaches that the authorization codes are 
addresses for the chips in RF tags/units that store and produce the codes. Jespersen 
teaches that the first and second signals (having the first and second addresses/codes) 
come from one of these units (see Jespersen, paragraphs 36 and 64). What is lacking 
are the these controlling units (second and third units of paragraph 64) having the same 
address (code). It should be apparent from the teachings cited in the rejection of claims 
1,16 and 18 that the second code (address of the third unit) can be the same as the first 
code (address of the second unit) without ruining the invention. The motivation for 
doing this can be found in Jespersen. Jespersen teaches that the second unit operates 
with the third unit to control the wireless device (see Jespersen, paragraphs 62-64). 
Since the two units work together to perform the same task, it is logical that they have 
the same code. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the 
time the invention was made to have the first code be the same as the second code, for 
the reasons mentioned above. 
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16. Claims 11,13-15 and 20-22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 2001/0052846 (Jespersen) in view of US 2002/0004414 (Rosay et 
al.). 

17. As to claim 1 1 , what is lacking is the controller unit being a second wireless 
communication device. Rosay teaches a wireless communication device controlling 
another wireless communication device (see Rosay, paragraphs 14-20). The motivation 
for using a wireless communication device as the controller can be found in Rosay. 
Rosay teaches that controlling wireless communication devices have the same buttons 
and functionalities of the wireless communication devices they control (see Rosay, 
paragraphs 1-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Rosay into those of Jespersen 
for the reasons mentioned above. 

18. As to claim 13, note the incorporation of the second wireless communication 
device (as the controller) cited in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Jespersen further teaches 
that the authorization codes (first and second) are stored in the memories of the 
controlled wireless device and the controller unit (which may be a wireless device as 
well) (see Jespersen, paragraphs 36 and 41). Note that the ‘controller’ of paragraph 41 
is part of the controlled wireless device, and not the controller unit. Jespersen does not 
specify how the codes are put into memory. Jespersen does teach a user interface for 
a wireless communication device (see Jespersen, figures 1 and 2). It is well known in 
the arts that a user can store information into the memory of a wireless communication 
device using the user interface. The motivation for doing so can be found in Jespersen. 
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Jespersen teaches that other RF tags may send signals that could potentially corrupt 
the signal from the intended controller unit (see Jespersen, paragraph 42). A code 
configured directly by the user (using the user interface) helps to ensure that the code 
will be unique. Note that this step can be applied to both the controlling and the 
controlled device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the 
time the invention was made to include this step into the teachings of Jespersen in view 
of Rosay, for the reasons mentioned above. 

1 9. As to claims 14 and 1 5, note the incorporation of the second wireless 
communication device (as the controller) cited in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Further note 
the entering of codes into the wireless communication device (the controlling and the 
controlled) cited in the rejection of claim 13. What is lacking is the transmission of the 
code to or from the controller unit. This step reads on text messaging, which is well 
known in the arts. The method cited in the rejection of claim 1 requires that both the 
controller unit and the controlled device know the codes. Text messaging can be used 
to assure that any code entered into controller unit be known to the operator of the 
controlled unit (and vice versa). It would have been obvious to include this step into the 
teachings of Jespersen in view of Rosay, for the reasons mentioned above. 

20. As to claim 20, note the incorporation of the second wireless communication 
device (as the controller) cited in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Further note the entering of 
codes into the wireless communication device (the controlling and the controlled) cited 
in the rejection of claim 13. Jespersen teaches the user interface and the memory 
needed to enter and store codes (see Jespersen, figures 1 and 2). Jespersen further 
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teaches that the code evaluator (in the first chip) checks a received code (first or 
second) with a stored code for validity (see Jespersen, paragraph 41). 

21 . As to claim 21 , note the incorporation of the second wireless communication 
device (as the controller) cited in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Further note the entering of 
codes into the wireless communication device (the controlling and the controlled) cited 
in the rejection of claim 13. The step of entering in the code through the user interface 
can be applied to the second code for the same reason cited in the rejection of claim 13. 

22. As to claim 22, note the incorporation of the second wireless communication 
device (as the controller) cited in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Jespersen further teaches 
that an alarm (played by the controlled device) is used to notify the user (who is holding 
the controlling unit) when a valid code (first or second) has not been received (see 
Jespersen, paragraph 64). In the system taught be Jespersen, the controller unit is a 
simple chip located in an RF tag (see Jespersen, paragraph 35). As noted above, a 
second wireless communication device can be used as the controller. It is well known 
in the arts that a notification message can be sent from one wireless communication 
device to another, and displayed visually to the recipient. The motivation for doing this 
can be found in Jespersen. Jespersen teaches that the alarm is used to inform a user 
that they are far away from the controlled device (see Jespersen, paragraph 32). A 
notification message sent to the controller unit (which would be another wireless device) 
could be more reliable than an alarm for many reasons. One reason could be that the 
area surrounding the controlled device may be loud, and the alarm may not be heard. 
The owner of the controlled device may also be hearing impaired. For these reasons, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the time the invention was 
made to include the transmission of a visual notification (through a notification 
message) to the controller unit when that device does not receive a valid code into the 
teachings of Jespersen in view of Rosay. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US 1998/5774804 (Williams) teaches remote activation of a 
mobile telephone by paging channel phantom numbers. US 2001/6281797 (Forster et 
al.) teaches a method and apparatus for detecting a container proximate to a 
transportation vessel hold. US 2003/0088633 (Chiu et al.) teaches a system and 
method for remotely controlling mobile communication devices. US 2006/0003758 
(Bishop et al.) teaches methods, systems and storage media for controlling a wireless 
unit. US 1993/5216706 (Nakajima) teaches a communication apparatus having a 
remote control operation mode. US 2004/0257258 (Lee et al.) teaches a portable 
terminal and method for remote control of electronic products. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mazda Sabouri whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8892. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar can be reached on 571-272-7488. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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